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REMARKS 

Applicant notes that the Office Action Summary indicates that the present Office Action 
dated July 18, 2007 is a Non-Final Office Action. However, page 12 of the Office Action states 
"this action is made final." Applicant contacted Supervisory Patent Examiner John Hayes by 
telephone on August 14, 2007, to determine the correct status of the Office Action. On August 
15, 2007, SPE Hayes contacted Applicant's representative to confirm that the Office Action 
dated July 18, 2007 is a Non-Final Office Action. 
Claim Rejections 

Claim 1 — 35 U.S.C. S 102(e) 

Claim 1 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. 
Pat. No. 6,327,373 to Yura ("Yura"). Applicant traverses this rejection. 

Yura does not disclose or suggest at least a stamp side-detecting portion which 
determines on which side of postal items a stamp is affixed, and a facing portion which aligns the 
postal items so that their stamp sides face the same direction, as recited in the claim. Yura is 
directed to a mail address reading apparatus which can read a difficult to recognize address 
accurately (column 1, lines 49-54). Yura is capable of detecting a stamp portion in an upper 
right portion of a mail image as a reference point for detecting ZIP code frames, as illustrated in 
Fig. 4A, on the assumption that a stamp can be found in this location (column 5, lines 19-27). 
Yura, however, is silent as to determining on which side of a postal item a stamp is affixed and 
facing the postal items so that the stamp sides face the same direction. 

Since Yura fails to disclose or suggest at least a stamp side-detecting portion which 
determines on which side of postal items a stamp is affixed, and a facing portion which aligns the 
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postal items so that their stamps sides face the same direction, Yura does not anticipate claim 1 . 
Thus, claim 1 is patentable over Yura. 

Claims 2. 3. 7 and 17-21 — 35 IJ.S.C. S 103(a) 

Claims 2, 3, 7 and 17-21 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Yura in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,481,712 to Yap ("Yap"). Applicant traverses 
this rejection. 

The combination of Yura and Yap does not disclose or suggest at least a stamp side- 
detecting portion which determines on which side of postal items a stamp is affixed, and a facing 
portion which aligns the postal items so that their stamps sides face the same direction, as recited 
in claim 2, and incorporated in claims 3, 7 and 1 7-2 1 by virtue of their dependence from claim 1 . 
As noted above, Yura fails to disclose or suggest at least these features. Yap does not cure these 
deficiencies of Yura. 

The Examiner relies on Yap to allegedly disclose multiple rollers with different mounting 
angles. Yap, however, does not disclose or suggest the above-noted features deficient in Yura. 
Further, the turn-up and alignment module of Yap merely turns mail pieces 90° to a vertical 
orientation (column 3, lines 25-43). Thus, Yap is silent as to a facing portion which aligns postal 
items so that their stamps sides face the same direction, as recited in the claims. 

Since the combined references do not disclose or suggest all the claimed features, it 
would not have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to make the combination of references attempted by the Examiner. Accordingly, claims 2, 
3, 7 and 17-21 are patentable over the combination of Yura and Yap. 
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Claim 8 — 35 ILS.C. S 103(a) 

Claim 8 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over 
Yura in view of Yap and further in view of U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2002/00466 to Yokoi ("Yokoi' 1 ). 
Applicant traverses this rejection. 

The combination of Yura, Yap and Yokoi does not disclose or suggest at least a stamp 
side-detecting portion which determines on which side of postal items a stamp is affixed, and a 
facing portion which aligns the postal items so that their stamps sides face the same direction, as 
incorporated into claim 8 by virtue of its dependence from claim 1. As noted above, the 
combination of Yura and Yap fails to disclose or suggest at least these features. Yokoi does not 
cure these deficiencies of the Yura- Yap combination. 

The Examiner relies on Yokoi to allegedly disclose wherein canceling means seals a 
postmark on the stamps. Further, Yokoi discloses a stamp detecting section which detects a 
stamp area and determines the orientation of a stamp (paragraph [0062]). Yokoi, however, is 
silent as to determining to which side of a postal item a stamp is affixed, and aligning postal 

items such that their stamps sides face the same direction. Thus, Yokoi does not disclose or 

suggest the above-noted features deficient in the Yura- Yap combination. 

Since the combined references do not disclose or suggest all the claimed features, it 

would not have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 

made to make the combination of references attempted by the Examiner. Accordingly, claim 8 is 

patentable over the combination of Yura, Yap and Yokoi. 
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Claims 4-6 and 9-16 — 35 U.S.C. S 103(a) 

Claims 4-6 and 9-16 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Yokoi in view of U.S. Pat. No. 3,038,607 to Eckert, Jr. ("Eckert"). Applicant 
traverses this rejection. 

The combination of Yokoi and Eckert does not disclose or suggest at least a stamp side- 
detecting portion which determines on which side of postal items a stamp is affixed, and a facing 
portion which aligns the postal items so that their stamps sides face the same direction, as 
incorporated into claims 4-6 and 9-16 by virtue of their dependence from claim 1 . As 
established above, Yokoi does not disclose or suggest these features. Eckert does not cure the 
deficiencies of Yokoi. 

The Examiner relies on Eckert to allegedly disclose a height-sizing portion, a branching 
unit and a stacking unit. However, Eckert does not disclose or suggest the above-noted features 
deficient in Yokoi. 

Since the combined references do not disclose or suggest all the claimed features, it 
would not have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to make the combination of references attempted by the Examiner. Accordingly, claims 4- 
6 and 9-16 are patentable over the combination of Yura, Yap and Yokoi. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 

Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 

overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 

Date: September 21, 2007 




Francis G. Plati, Sr. 
Registration No. 59,153 
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